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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This office action is in response to the amendment filed January 5, 2006. Claims 1-5, 9- 
10, and 15 are presented for examination. 

2. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. code not included in this office action can be 
found in a prior office action. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §101 

3. Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is directed to 
non-statutory subject matter. 

4. As per claim 9, the claimed "program product" is non-statutory, as it is not tangibly 
embodied, therefore failing to produce a "useful, concrete, and tangible result." See State Street 
Bank & Trust Co. v. Signature Financial Group Inc., 149 F.3d 1368, 1373 (Fed. Cir. 1998). A 
"program product" is analogous to a "computer program," which is considered nonstatutory 
"functional descriptive material" when claimed as functional descriptive material per se. See 
MPEP § 2100; see also In re Warmerdam, 33 F.3d 1354, 1360 (Fed. Cir. 1994). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
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having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 1-5, 9-10, and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Nakahara et al. (USPN 6,253,225) (hereinafter Nakahara) in view of Horiguchi (USPN 
5,513,349). 

7. As per claims 1,5, and 9-10, Nakahara teaches the invention as claimed, including a task 
management device provided with a computer readable recording medium having stored thereon 
an operating system loaded with a program for performing a task management method for 
executing in parallel a plurality of tasks, each task comprising functions and managed as one 
execution unit by program execution means (col. 1 lines 13-19), comprising: 

task attribute information storage means (col. 1 1 lines 1-8); 

the program execution means for transmitting information on an attribute of a current- 
executing function, and for querying whether or not to execute an abortion of the task to which 
the current-executing function belongs (col. 7 line 63 - col. 8 line 22; col. 1 1 lines 21-3 1); 

task execution determination means, in response to the query from the program execution 
means, for determining not to abort the current-executing function when it is unsafe to do so (col. 
7 line 63 - col. 8 line 10), or for determining to abort the current-executing task when it is safe to 
do so (col. 8 lines 10-22); and 

task attribute recognition means for storing the attribute of the current-executing function 
in the task attribute information storage means, based on the information on the attribute of the 
current-executing function transmitted from the program execution means (col. 1 1 lines 1-8), and 
for returning the attribute of the current-executing function stored in the task attribute 
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information storage means, in response to the query about the attribute of the current-executing 
function from the task execution determination means (col. 6 lines 17-28; col. 16 lines 12-34). 

8. Horiguchi teaches the invention as claimed, including indicating whether it is safe to 
abort a current-executing function based on a determination of whether the current-executing 
function is a system library function having been provided by the operating system or other 
functions (col. 2 lines 21-34; col. 9 lines 3-16). 

9. It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art to combine 
Nakahara and Horiguchi based on the nature of the problem to be solved, i.e. safely preempting a 
process without corrupting or otherwise causing data to become inconsistent (Nakahara, col. 7 
lines 34-39; Horiguchi, col. 1 lines 48-51). See In re Rouffet, 149 F.3d 1350, 1357 (Fed. Cir. 
1998) ("There are three possible sources for a motivation to combine references: the nature of 
the problem to be solved, the teachings of the prior art, and the knowledge of persons of ordinary 
skill in the art."). 

10. As per claim 2, Nakahara teaches the invention as claimed, including the task 
management device according to claim 1, wherein said information on the attribute of the 
current-executing function is a name of the function (col. 1 1 lines 1-8), and 

said task attribute recognition means determines the attribute of the current-executing 
function based on the name (col. 1 1 lines 21-31). 
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11. As per claim 3, Nakahara teaches the invention as claimed, including the task 
management device according to claim 1, wherein said task managed as one execution unit is a 
process (col. 2 lines 58-62). 



12. As per claim 4, Nakahara teaches the invention as claimed, including the task 
management device according to claim 1, wherein said task managed as one execution unit is a 
thread (col. 2 lines 58-62). 

13. As per claim 15, Horiguchi teaches the invention as claimed, including the task 
management device according to claim 1, wherein when processing goes back to a function 
calling the current-executing function, the task execution determination means determines 
whether or not the calling function is the system library function, or the other function (col. 2 
lines 21-34; col. 9 lines 3-16). 

Response to Arguments 

14. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-5, 9-10, and 15 have been considered 
but are moot in view of the new grounds of rejection. 



Conclusion 

15. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new grounds of rejection presented in this Office 
action. Applicant' submission of an information disclosure statement under 37 CFR 1 .97(c) with 
the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(p) on October 21, 2005 prompted the new grounds of rejection 
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presented in this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§§ 609.04(b), 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Syed J. Ali whose telephone number is (571) 272-3769. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri 8-5:30, 2nd Friday off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Meng-Ai T. An can be reached on (571) 272-3756. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). - 




Syed Ali 
March 29, 2006 




